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[ 

; BEMARKS 

ioate^ 1-55 ».c«,crtly pending into subject appHc«i<».«rf«P«senfly«^ 

O ».^dUon. CUin. 13-23 sallowed. aai.U.4.U.24.,2»d343^reicc«d^<^™.2. 

8 3 53i^35h.v.beenindiea«d^allowablcifre«ri,««raWependentfbnnmclndmgaUof 
a a;eHi«tion,ofd»basecl»n»d«.yi«terveninBcl.ims. Claims 1.24. 29 .nd 33 tav=b«. 

9 and claims 2 md 35 have heen canceled by this amendmem. 

J i Favorable reco«ide«don of the application is requested in view otthe amendments and 

^ comnlents herein. 

CO T 1 TiifarmatioBi p i^^iAftnt-e Statement 

i ^ucantno,.s*«inadv«e«omissionsin.l«II>SiiledonJa„»aryl5.2(»^ 

doc.ien.s2Q.2R,lQ.andlSUs.«i««fi.imPT0.1449. Upon further investigation, the 

Moiing b- been dMermined «g-ding .he documents identified in the Office AcUon: the 
monii^d year for document 2Qa.eNovemb« 2000; the month andyear for do«m«nt2Rare 

Mayil990; the monft and year to document ,Q are March 2003; «.d the month and y«.r &r 

docuinent IS are November 2002. 

I SubmittedhetewithisasupplementalIDSandfomn01449toconectthemadvcrte«t 

onuLns in the roS.AppUcant respectfully requests that the references subnutt^ 

whiJh were also submitted at the time of filing, be entered into the subject application. Smce 
eadlsuchreference was submitted at the time of filing asapartofabonafide attempt to cotnply 

vritli37C.F.R. 1.98, no additional fees should be due. Applicant further requests additional 
tinJ to enable full compliance with 37 C.F.R. 1 .98 as permitted under 37 C.F.R, 1.98(f). 



n. \ Specification . 

I The Specification has been updated by this amendment to identify the related apphcauon 

by ippUcation serial number as suggested in the Office Action. 
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1 24-26, 28-32havebeenrejected under 35U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
§ U.S.pLtPubUcationNo.6j66.360toConway.etal.rConway'^. Applicant t^erses this 

111 teiectiin for the following reasons. , , . ^ uvi^+v,^ 

S iAppUcanthasamendedclaimltoinoorporatethesu^ectmatterofclaim2.whichthe 

§ OfficejActionindicatedasbeingallowable. Applicant respectfully re<^estsallowa^ 



5 amencied claim 1 and dqiemieiit claims 3 to 12. 

$ ! Chim24tasbe«>am«dedtor«ilcmeaDsfordd«nmningap«Kact=dtarget,«^ 

a«reU«l lno<»»a«.o.laim24,C<»,«ay««=l»stha,i«d- 
«^«^«eism.dsim»Ita„»mly«>are«ote access cache (RAC).ndtoa«nK>« 
hoJnodc.Co«,«y«Col.3..ines8.13;Col.6.1iocs33.39.Th..isao.c.ching,.C^^^^ 
h,4«. of any «r»«u« capable of perfonning the detennination of a predicted target ,»de .n 
oomtUon ™tb the other f«.u.» of claim 24. -n»re<bre. Cooway tails to anticipate amend«l 
ctaiJ 24. Accordiniily. AppUca«t «P~tMly requests reconsideration and allowance of claun 
24 a4d dependent clauns 25 to 28. 

! The Office Action contends that Conway inherently teaches claim 25. We respectfully 
disaLwiththiscontention. Significantly, the Office Action appears to be self-contradictory m 
its cintention that Convey ii^erenUyteach^athirdrequestfor the data by ad^^^ 
rejekn of claim 4 that Conway does not teach a third request for the data to an o^er node 
havikg the cached copy of the data. See Office Action at Page 4, last paragraph. Additionally, it 
is will established that inherency may not be estabUshed by mere probabilities or possibilities, 
and Lere fact that certain things may result from give set of circumstances is insufficient. In re 
^tson 49 USPQ2d 1949 (Fed. Cir. 1999). Applicant submits that, similar to the situaUon m 
/J i?a6m.o«, the means for providing a third request of claim 25 is not neces^^ 
the Uoach shor^ and described in Conway. For these reasons, Conway fails to anticipate 
depi^ndent claim 25. Accordingly. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance 

of |aim^5.^^ also f^s to anticipate 26 for reasons similar to those given in support of claim 
25 i AdditionaUy. claim 26 recites that the owner node provides the coherent copy of the date 
response to one of the ««ond request and the third request From claim 24, the second request is 

* 
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I slcf»ay.cc..3,li.»s20.22. Accordingly. AppUca. resp^y «qu«« r«o»,dcr«.on 

^ and allowance of claim 26. ^* , • 

i Claim 29 tes beca amended u> incon.o«te the subj«=t tnat.er of aUowabte chum 35, 
«W„lUi»»ica«daa being allowable. Thc«fore,appUc».re.p.cm^^ 

to reecJid^a*,. and allowance of amended claim 29 and dependent ctatm, 30. '^"^^^ 
S ! Addidonally,claim30ispa,entablefora,least.hesamerea«>nad«c«sed.bov.«.h^ 

" ^todalmZS. a.in.3, U p«e„.ab.e ,6. reason, similar to .ho«dlsc^ «^«^. « 

cIi26.as.heRAC«»Mno.provide.cohe.ent«.pyof«,ues.cdda.a.f.hed«^.s.n^^ 

«diiv.«a,..Mo«ov«.«diac»sa«i.bove.Con™y.eachestha.are,ue,.,ssa^^^^ 

.„dr.l«di»c,o^,«bichisc»..»«to.heci«»m^ofclaim.3,and32*chu^^^^ 

oU«od..eceh« both the second re<r««anda»thi«ite<pest.Ac«^ 
teouists leconsideiatioo and allowatK* of claims 30, 31 and 32. 

IV. i P H..rir.n of Claim - 1^ ««derl5U.S.C. I03(a> 

: Claims4-6,8.9J2havebeenr.jectedunder35U.S.C.l03(a)a3bemgunpalen^^^ 

ConUy and in view ofapublication by Jim Handy entitled, "Tlie Cache M^^^ 

("Hindy') Applicant traverses this rejection for the following reasons. 

^ Clauns 4-6 8-9 12 depend from amended claim 1. which includes allowable claim 2. 
sucli that claims 4-6, 8-9, 1 2 are also allowable. Additionally, the Office Act^^^ 
Coivayfeils to teachalhird request for the data to an owner node having the cached «>py of the 

d4 ThentheOfficeActioncontendsConwayinviewofHandyteachesclaim4. Handyfeils 
to cire the deficiencies of Conway discussed above with respect to claim 1 and further feils to 
proiide proper motivation to combine the teachings of Handy with the approach in Conway to 
proiide the system of claim 4. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and 
allowance of claim 4. Reconsideration and aUowance of claims 4-6. 8-9, 12 are respectfully 

reqliested. 

5 
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i 



V lp »i ti -»i-n of C ^ l" ■< ni«J«rB-S-C- m<*t 
■ laaim 7 has b«. Tq«ttd u«d« 35 U.S.C. 103(a) « b««g <.np««Bble over Con«y 
^ ^i„UwofKa^yandto*.«i«viewofU.S.Pa.ea,PubU««onNo.6^23.138«>N«»n.« 

5 al CTiBumO. Applican.tr.v«»e8totei««onfe<tefoUo«mgreaso«s. 

^ claimi. Add>.ionaUy.Na«.™e&iU»««*.a«««ia.fid«»«ofCc,.w^relafiv^^ 
9 ,Wmi4a«d7«weUasfail.«,.««hor.«gg«.«h«i»»d.«du,d«m7. Forexamplc 

NaBi«Kl=.o«achorsugge«fta,bo4*e.=condre,u«.«>d*iri«que«.as,«.»dm 

cbimkv»adbepr„vid.dina&,Wcha™el»hereasd»f.rs.«,ues,lsp«vid«lm^ 
«™.i,d»n».. Accordi,«l,.AppUoan.respcc*Uym-«s,«o,»id««i<««>d.U<««»c.of 

claimj7. 

s 

yi \ i>^| >^-«n nf Cla ^ T ^tnd 11 upHer tJ.S.C. 103(a) 

' I Claims 10 and 11 have bcenrejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpate^^^^^ 

ConL and in view of Handy and fUrtherinviewofaS. Patent PublicationN^ 

Sha,|d.anet.al.CShanahan'0. Applicanttraversesthis^^^^^ 

I Clai«sl0andUdependfh>naamcndedclaimlandftomclaiins4and9and.therc^^^ 

are itentable for at leastthe same reasons as these claims. Additionally^ 
the deficiencies of Conway and Handy relative to claims 1, 4 and 9, including deficiencies 
diseased herein as well as those deficiencies admitted in the Office Action. Moreover, m 
contkst to the contention in the Office Action, Shanahanfails to foils to teach or suggest tte^ 

honi node provides a speculation acknowledgement to the requesting node in response to the 
victim message from the owner node, as recited in claim 10. Accordingly. Applicant 
resi^ctfuUy requests reconsideration and allowance of claim 10. 

i Regarding claim 1 1, Conway. Handy and Shanahan, taken individually or in 
cJbination, fail to teach or suggest a victim message to the home node in response to athird 
reqiest arriving at the owner node prior to the second request. Therefore claim 1 1 is patentable 
ov^^ the prior art cited in the Office Action and its allowance is respectfiilly requested. 
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^ vn i r-i-^T r "'"'^ ^ 111' " '""^ ^"""^ 

§ ■ icWms27»d34h.vebe«.«>i=ctedm^3SU.S£M03(.)asl«mg«.,p«en.^leov« 
C„Uinvi^ofSh^.AppUc«,.ttav«s«to.^c=tionfcrfl«f««o™«.«so^ 
Ul ta^„,27dep«.dstomam.nd=dcl=ta24.sweIlMeUinns25»d26,^clam.34 

3 Je^asonsas*=cWn,sfron,v*icha«yd=pend,Cbin»27a,rf34™*^p«=n«b,e 
10, aii 26. AppU<»nt respecduUy r«,ucs« ^consideration »d dlov«ncc of claim, 27 »<1 34. 

i 

^ Vm.^ Aiinwablfe Sn h|f ct Matter 

1 AppHcam.ppreci««4ei.dica,iona,..claims 13-23 have been al.o«d and to. ctana 
2 3 Is .„d35a«oyectedtoasb«ngd^endentuponatqectedbasedaims,but»ouldbe 
.Bo^kif«vm«»intodep«rf«.tfi»nincl«dtog.Uofth=Umi,atton.offteba^ 
„yiL,v=mngd.im to accordance «i*««»88««on in*. Office Action, claim 2 ha. been 
tocoAoraed into eWm 1. clain. 33 ha. been re«ri«n in independent form and claim 35 has 
b«nUrpor«.din«claim2». AHo™n«ofa««.d.debin« 1.33 «Ki 29 »Ki claims 
dcpeUng ftom these amended claims is respectflilly requested. 

jSlI rONCLUSlON 

I In view of the foregoing remarks. Applicant lespectfUlly submits that the present 
application is in condition for aUowance. Applicant ««pc(^ly -quests reconsideration 

appication and that the appUcation be passed to issue. 

i Should the Examiner have any questions concerning this paper, the Examiner IS mvxted 

andjencouraged to contact Applicant'sundersigned attorney at (216) 621-2234.E 
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Lee, of $200.00 for one additioMl totepoxteK cl»im have been .equated to b= deduced 
6„„ipU»m-sdep«it.cco.o.o»«.ef.e«msmM paper «*™«edh^ 

be duel *.s «sp<««e. "H^ C— io.er U «^r^ » charge w ^»cna. 
fcesiddtocreditwoverpayi»enttoDepo*Accoui«No.08-2025. 

\ ReqjectfuUy submitted. 




Gary J. Pitzer 
RegistratioaNo. 39,334 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 



CUSTOMER NO.: 022879 

Hewlett-Packard Company 
Legal Department MS 79 
3404|E. Harmony Road 
FL qjUins, CO 80528 
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